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tions for the development of capitalism are undoubtedly provided by the national state, This does not mean, of course, that such a state, based on bourgeois relations, could eliminate the exploitation and -oppression of nations. It only means tlhat Marxists cannot lose, sight of the powerful economic factors that give rise to the striving to create national states. It means that "self-determination of nations" in the program of the Marxists cannot, from a historical-economic point of view, have any other meaning than political self-determination, political independence, the formation of a national state.
On what conditions the bourgeois-democratic demand fo<r a "national state" is to be supported from a Marxian, i.e., class' proletarian, point of view will be dealt wittti in detail later on. At present we confine ourselves to the definition of the concept "self-determination" and must only note that Rosa Luxemburg knows what this concept means ("national $tate"), whereas'her opportunist partisans, the Liebmans, the Semkov&kys, the Yurkevddiies do not even know thatl
2. THE HISTORICALLY CONCRETE PRESENTATION
OF THE QUESTION
The categorical d'emand o-f Marxist theory in examining any social '(juestion is that the question be examined within definite historical limits, and if it refers to a particular country (e.g., the national program for a given country), that due account be taken of the specific features that -distinguish that country from others within the Same historical epoch.
What does this categorical demand of Marxism imply in application to the question we are discussing?
First of all, it implies that a strict distinction must be drawn between two periods of capitalism, which -differ radi-